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| An AnswER. to © The Finiſhing Stroke” of 


Richard IIIII, Eſq . 


In which ſome Remarks upon My. Ful/ome's antinomian 


Creed, publiſhed by the Rev, Mr.. Berridge, 
are occaſionally introduced. | 


With an APPENDEFX 
Upon the remaining difference between the Calviniſts and the anti- 
Calvoiniſts, with reſpect to our Lord's doctrine of Fuſtificativn 


by words, and St. James's doctrine of Tr fication 
by works, and not by faith only. 
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(i) 
The CoNTENTS. 


$I. Mr. Hill endeavours to ſcreen his miſ- 
takes, by preſenting the world with a wrong 
view of the controverſy. $ I. His charge, 
that the practical religion recommended in the 
Checks © undermines both law and goſpel,” is 
retorted ; and the Mediator's Law of Liberty 
1s defended. $ III. Mr. H's faint attempt 


to ſhow, that his ſcheme differs from ſpeculative 
 antinemianiſm: His inconſiſtency in pleading 


for and againſt /in, is illuſtrated by Fudah's 
behaviour to Tamar. $IV. At Mr. H's 


ſpecial requeſs Mr. Fulſome [a groſs antino- 
 mian, firſt introduced to the world by the Rev. 


Mr. Berridge] is brought upon the lage of the 
controverſy. Mr. B. attempts in vain to bind 
him with Calviniftic cords. § V. Mr. Hill 


cannot defend his doftrines of grace before the 


judicious, by producing a lift of the groſs anti- 
namians, that may be found in Mr. Welley's 
ſocieties — & VI. Mr. Hill, after paſſing over 
all the arguments and ſcriptures of the 4th Check, 


attacks an illuſtration with the IXth. Article. 
His ftroke is warded off, and that article turned 


againſt Calviniſm.-—— & VII. His moral creed 


about faith and works is incompatible with his 


immoral ſyſem.— $ VIII. He raiſes a cloud 


of duſt about a fair, though abridged quotation 


rom Dr. Owen; and in his eagerneſs to _ 
; | T. 
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Mr. Weſley and his ſecond with diſingenu- 
ity, furniſhes them with weapons againſt his 
own errors. SIX. The © execrable Swits 
ander“ proves ſterling Engliſh truth. 
SX. The ſincerity of our Lord's interceſſion 
even for Fudas, is defended. — & Xl. An 
anſwer to two capital charges of groſs miſrepre- _ 
entation— I XII. Some queries concerning 
Mr. Hill's forwardneſs to accuſe his opponents 
of difingenuity, groſs pervertion, calurany, 
forgery, &c. and concerning his abrupt manner 
F quitting the field of controverſy —— & XIII. 
A perpetual noiſe about groſs pe rverſions, and 
baſe forgeries, becomes Mr. Hill as little as 
any writer, confidering his own inaccuracy with | 
regard to quotations ; ſome flagrant in/tances of 1 
which are produced cut of his Finiſhing Stroke. 
$ XIV. The author, after profeſſing his 
brotherly love and reſpect for all pious Catvi- | 
niſts, apologizes for his antagoniſt before the 
anti-Calviniſts; And, — & XV. Takes his 
friendly leave of Mr. Hill, after promiſing 
him to publiſh a ſermon on Rom. xi. g, 6, to 
recommend and guard the doctrine of free grace 
in a ſcriptural manner. 


In the APPENDIX, the author proves by ten 
B more arguments, the abſurdity of ſuppoſing with — 


the ſolifidians, that Believers are juſtified by 4- 
works before MEN and ANG ELS, but NOT | 17 


before GOD. | 
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nn. and dear Sir, 


1 
Second, the rev. Mr. Herr idee, who by a 
oblick attack upon fincere obed:ence, and upon the doc- 


trine of a believer's '7;/f7fication by works, and not by 


faith only, has already” entered the liſts in your place. 
Dee 


$ I. Page 6, You complain, that I repreſent you, 
as fighting the battles of the rankeſt antinomians, 
% RBECAUSE, [ſay you] we firmly believe and unani- 
„ mouſly aſſert, that the blood of Chrift cleanſeth from 
% all fn, and that, if any mum ſin, ave have an adve- 


© cat auith the Father; &c. and that this ' advocacy 


give 


1 return the following anſwer; to you, or, 


— + Have roveived your Piniſhing Stroke, and 
2 
: # if you have quitted the field, to your pious 


(2:3 
give your readers totally wrong ideas of the queſtion, - 
You know, 1 never oppoled you tor ſaying, that the 
blood of Chrift cleanjes a penitent believer from ALL. 
/in. On the contrary, this 1 infiſt upon in a fuller 
ſenſe than you do, who, if I miſtake not, ſuppoſe 
that Death, and not the blood of Chriſt applied by the 
ſanctifying Spirit is to be our Cleanſer from ALL ſin. 
The point which we debate is not then, whether 
Chriſt's blood cleanſes from all fin, but whether it 
actually cleanfes from all guilt an impenitent backflider, 
a filthy apoſiate ; and whether God ſays to the fallen 
believer, that commits adultery and murder, ** Thor 
% art all fair, my love, my undefiled, there is no ſpot in 
tee: This you athrm in your 4th letter; and 
this I expoſe, as the very quinteſſence of ranteriſm, 
antinomianiſm, and Calviniſtic perſeverance. 

DSS 

The ſecond part of your miſtake is yet more 
glaring than the firſt, The queſtion is not [as you 
inform your readers] whether, if any man fin, wwe 
have an advocate with the Father, &c. You know, Sir, 
that far from denying this comfortable truth, I main- | 
- tain it in full oppoſition to your narrow ſyſtem, which 
declares, that if ary man, who is paſled by or non- 
elected, funeth, there is No advocate with the Father for 
HIM; and that there are thouſands of ab/olutely repro- 
bated wretches, born to have the devil for a tempter 
and an accuſer, without any help from our Redeemer, 
and advocate. | : 5 

Nor yet do we debate, whether Chriſt's advocacy 
prevails, in the tulleſt ſenſe of the word, for all that 
know the day of their viſitation: This is a point of doc- 
trine, in which I am as clear as yourſelf, But the 
ueſtion, about which we divide, is (1) Whether 
Ghrift's advocacy never prevails, when he aſks that 
_ barren fig-trees, which are at laſt cut down for per- 
fiſting in their untruitfulneſs, may be ſpared this year. 
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allo: Whether it prevails in ſuch à manner for all thoſe, 
who once made ever ſo weak an act of true faith, that 
they ſhall never make ſhipwreck of the faith, never 
deny the Lord that bought them, and bring upon themſelves 
uit defiruftion: (3) Whether Aaron and Korah, 
David and Demas, Solomon and Hymeneus, Peter 
and Judas, Philetus and Francis Spira, with all that 
fall from God, ſhall infallibly fing louder in heaven 
for their grievous falls on earth :—In a word, whether 
the /alvation of ſome, and the damnation of others, 
are ſo fni/hed, that, during the day of their viſitation, 
it is «d/olutely impoſſible for one of the former, to 
draw back to perdition from a ſtate of falvation; and 
for one of the latter, to draw back to ſalvation from 
a ate of pen a ae 
Theſe important queſtions you ſhould have laid be- 
fore your readers as the very ground of our contro- 
verſy. But inſtead of this you amuſe them with two 
precious ſcriptures, which I hold in a fuller ſenſe than 
yourſelf, This is a ſtroke of your logic, but it is not 


_ the fini/bing one, for you ſay: 
SSH, 


$ II. P. 6. We cannot admit the contrary doc- 
zrine” [that of the Checks] ** avithout at once under- 
„ mining both law and goſpel. For the law is certainly 
% undermined by ſuppofing, that any breach of it what- 
% ever, is not attended awith the curſe of God. — What 
law do I undermine ? Is it the laco of innocence ? No: 
For I inſiſt upon it it as well as you, to convince un- 
humbled finners, that there can be no ſalvation but 
in and thro' a Mediator.--Is it the Mediator's law, 
the latu of liberty ? Certainly not: For 1 defend it 
againſt the bold attacks you make upon it; and ſhall 
now ward off the dreadful blow, you give it in this 
argument. 38 5 | | 
O Sir, is it right to confound, as you do, the law 
of paradifaical innocence, with the evangelical law of 
B 2 5 Uöberty 
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liderty, that in point of perſonal ſincere , obedience 
you may {et boch aſide at one ſtroke? Is not this 
Calvinittic ſtroke as dangerous, as it is unſcriptural ? 
There is no law but one, which damns for want of 
abſolute innocence: All thoſe that are under «xy law, 
muſt be under his law, which curſes for a wandering 
thought as well as for inceſt, But believers are 
not curſed for a wandering thought Therefore they 
are under no law; they are not curſed even for inceſt ; 


they may break their rule of life” by adultery as 


David, or by inceſt .as the unchafte Corinthian, with- 
out falling under the curſe of any divine law in force 


againſt them; in a word, without ceaſing to be men 


atter God's own heart. 


Now whence ariſes the fallacy of this argument? 


Is it not from overlooking the mediator's law, the law 
ef Chriſt? Can you ſee no medium, between being 


under ** a rule of life,” the breaking of which ſhall 


Art for our good; and being under a /awv that curſes 
to the pit of hell for the leaſt want of abſolute inno- 
cence ? Betwixt thoſe two extremes, is there not the 
evangelical /aw of lily? | Fo 
O Sir, be not miſtaken : The Goſpel has its law. 
Hear St. Paul: God Hh juDGE the ſecrets of men by 
Feſus Chrift, according to my GOSPEL. Rom. ii. 16. 
Hear St. James: So /peak ye | believers] aud ſo do, as 
they that ſhall be jUDGED by the LAW OF LIBERTY ; 
for he (the behever) ball haue judgment without mercy, 


that hath fhexved no mercy, Jam. ii. 12, 13, illuſtrazgd 


by Matt. xviii. 23—35. 
Chriſt is neither an Eli, nor a Nero, neither a 


dolt, nor a tyrant; but a prieftly king, a Mel- 


ehiſedec. If he is a king, he has a law; his ſub- 
jects may, and the diſobedient all be condemned by 


it. If heis a pricfly king, he has a graciorslaw ; 


and if he has a graciovs law, he requires no ad/olute 
impoſſibilities. Thus the covenant of grace keeps 


a juſt medium between the relentleſs ſeverity of the 


firſt covenant, and the antinomian ſoftneſs of the co- 


venant trumpeted by ſome Calviniits, IP 


Be 


("$3 
Be not then frightened, O Sion, from meditating 
in Chriſt's law day and night: for it is the law ot 
thy gracious King, who cometh unto thee mcek, and 
fitting upon the foal of a mild, pacific animal; and not 
of thy fierce and fond Monarch, O Geneva, who 
comes riding upon the wings of ſtorms and tempetts, 
to damn the reprobates for the pre-ordained, unavoid- 
able conſequences of Adam's pre-ordained unavoidable 
ſin; and to encourage fallen believers, that climb up 
1nto their neighbours beds, by faying to each of 
them: Thor art all fair, my love, my undfiled, there 
is no ſpot in thee, But more of this to Mr. Berridge. 
When you have given us a wrong idea of the Me- 
diator's law; you proceed to do the ſame by the goſ- 
pel, with which that law is fo cloſely connected: for- 
you ſay: Bo 
P. 6. The goſpel is certaiuly undermined, by ſuf- _ 
© poſing, that there 18 proviſion made-in it for ſome ſins, 
„ and not for others.” Well then, Sir, Chriſt and 
the four Evangeliſts have: “ certainly undermined the 
 **. goſpel ;" tor they all mention. the fin againſt the 
Holy Gheff, the fin unto death, or the lin of final im- 
| ws and unbelief; and they not only ſu⁰ e, 
but expreſly declare, that it is a fin, for which“ ne 
*' proviſion is made,” and the. puniſhment of which 
_ obſtinate unbelievers and. apoſtates muſt -perſonally 
bear. ls it not ſtrange; that the capital doctrine, by 
which our Lord gzards his own goſpel, ſhould be 
repreſented as a capital error, by which. ** he. gojhel 
is certaiuly undermined | 
% 

F III. P. 6. To ſnhow that your ſcheme is diſſerent 
from ſpeculative antinomianiſm, you. aſk: I the ea pe- 
rience of David, Tot, and Solomon, that of all thoje 
„ dbb abide by thoſe doftrines ?”---lanſwer: It may be 

that of thouſands for ought you know, and if it is not 
that of myriads no thanks to you, Sir, for you have- 
= B 3 given 


E 


gi ven them encouragement enough: [Though J ſtill 


do you the juſtice to ſay, you have done it wnde/ign- 


edly :] And leit they ſhould forget your former in- 
nuendo, in this very page you fay, that ** The coven- 
ant of grace” [including no doubt finiſhed jatlva- 
{fon} ** flandeth jure in behalf of the cet” under EVER 
46 trial, STATE, and CIRCUMSTANCE they can peſſibly be 
« 7: ;”> which, if I miſtake not, implies, that they 
may be in the impenitent ate of drunken Lot, 
and adulterous David ; or in the dangerous circum- 
4 fance,? of idolatrous Solomcn and the inceſtuous 
Corinthian, without being leſs intereſted in ui bed 
alvation, than if they ſerved God with Noah, Job, 


and Daniel. To this anſwer I add Flavel's judicious 


obſervation. ** It the principle will yield it, it is in 
« yain to think corrupt nature will not catch at it, 
and make a vile uſe, and dangerous improvement 
of it.” But you ſay, p. 7. You know in your 
«© conſcience, that we deteſt and abhor that damnable 
* doctrine and pofition of real antinomians, Let us 
© fin that grace may abound.” — I believe, dear Sir, 
that all pos Calviniſts, and conſequently you, abhor 
that horrible tenet practically, fo far as you are ſaved 
from ſin. And yet, to the great encouragement of 
practical antinomianiſm, you have made an enume- 
ration of the good that fr, yea any length in fin, unto 
adulrery, robbery, murder and inceit, does to the 
pleaſant children. You have aſſured them, that fr 
Jhall <vork for their good; and you have cloſed the 
ſtrange plea by ſaying, that @ grievous fall avill make 
them fing louder the praijes of free, reſtoring grace to all 
eternity in heaven. Now, honoured Sir, pardon me 
if J tell you my whole mind: Really, to this day I 
think, that if I wanted to make Chriſt publicly 
« the miniſter of fin,” and to poiſop the minds of 
my hearers by preaching an antinomian ſermon from 
theſe words, Let ws fin that grace may abound,” I 
I could not do it more effectually than by ſhewing, 


That 


according to the docrine of your 4th Letter; (1). 


„„ 

That upon the whole, fin can do us no harm: (2) 

That far trom hurting us, it will awork for our gon: 

h And (3) that even a grievous fall into adultery and 

} murder, will make us fag louder in heaven ; all debts 

and claims againſt believers, be they mare or be they leſs, 

be they ſmall or be they great, be they before, or be they 

after converſion, being for ever and for ever cancelled by 

| Chriſt's fulfilling the law for them, In the name of 
reaſon I aſk, Where is the difference between publiih- 
1 ing theſe unguarded tenets, and ſaying roundly, Let 


| us fin that grace may abound ? | 

| Do not reply, Sir, that this objection was brought 
Tt againſt St. Paul as well as againſt you, and therefore 

** the apoſtle's doctrines and your's exactly coin- 


cide; for this would be impeaching the innocent to 
ſcreen the guilty, The charge of maircy, ſaying, 
Let us fin that grace may abound, is abſolutely 
falſe, when it is brought againſt St. Paul, 
but alas; it is too true when produced againtt 
the author of PD. O. Where did that holy apoſtle 
ever ſay, that sid works for our good? When 
"> did he declare, that the Lord over-rules fin, even adul- 
| _ and murder, for the good of his backſliding prople ; 
ö and that grievous falls in this world, will make us 
more joyful in the next? But you know Sir, who 
3 has publiſhed thoſe maxims, and who ſtands to them 
| 1 even in a Finiſhing Stroke; intimating ſtill, that it 1s 
41 + God's © fecret vill” to do good to his people, by the 
abominable thing which his ſoul hateth. P. 55. 
1. 36, &c. O Sir, hell is not farther from heaven, than 
1j this doctrine from that of the apoſtle : for while you 
aꝛʒbſolutely promiſe fallen behevers /owder ſongs in 
1 heaven, he conditionally threatens them with much 
11 ſorer puniſhment in hell, Heb. x. 29, and Chriſt ſays, 
if Go and fin no more, leſt a worsE thing happen unto thees 
\ But your ſcheme ſays, Go any length in fin, and a 
more excellent thing ſhall happen unto thee : ** A 
* grievous fall will drive thee nearer to Chriſt,” | 
| 8 | 5 Leaving 
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breaking of which will in the end work for the be- 
liever's good; you ſay: 


4 


Leaving you to reconcile yourſelf with holy Paul 


and our bleſſed Lord, I beg leave to account for the 


warmth, with which you ſometimes plead for, and 
ſomerimes agarn/? fin. As a good man, you undoubt- 


edly © dereit and abhor” this dangerous maxim of 
the great Diana of the atinomians ; /in <vorks for good. - 


to believers ;; but as a ſound Calviniſt, you plead for 
it, yea and you father it upon the apoſtle too: See 
3d Check, p. 90. This contrariety in. your ſent1-- 
ments, may be illuſtrared by Judah's inconſiſtent be- 
haviour to Tamar, | | 

As Tamar was an agreeable: woman, Judah took. 
an antimonian fancy to her, gave her his figne?, brace- 


 lets,. and flaff tor a pledge; and faithfully /eut her a 


kid from the oct. But as ſhe was his-diſgraced daugh- 
ter-in-law, big with a. baſtard-child, though he him-- 
ſelf was the father of it, he roſe againſt her with un- 
common indignation, and faid in a fit of: Iegalitw, 
Bring her forth that:ſle may be burnt. Oh: that, in- 
ftead of calling me a /piritual calumniator,” and 
acculing me of wile fal/lood and groſs perwerſian“ tor 


bearing my teſtimony. againſt a ſimilar inconfiſtency,. 


you would imitate the undeceived patriarch, take 
your ſignet and bracelets: again; I mean, call in your 
4th Letter, that fatal pledge ſent me from the preſs. 
for your great Diana, and from this time 4noxv her 
again na more | Gen. xxxviii. xxvi. 1 


S 


$ IV. But you are not put out of countenance: 
by your former miſtakes: for p. 3, , ſpeaking, it 
ſeems, of thoſe miſtaken good men, who ſay more 
« af times for fin than againſt it,” or of thoſe who 
traduce obedience, and make void the law through 
faith; repreſenting it as a bare rule of life, the 


— 


„% Though I have begged” 


«6. you ſo.carneſily in my review, to point out by name 


„ 2h) 


„ 
% woo theſe wretches” [you ſhould ſay theſe perſens] 
are: Though TI have told you, that without this the 
„ charge of ſlander muſt for ever be at your door; fill 
neither they nor their converts are produced, ud nor one 
quotation from their writings, in order to prove theſe 
black charges upon them. Here is an heap of groſs 
miſtakes. I have not only produced one quotation, but 
many, both from Dr. Crifp's . writings and your own. 
See 2d Check from p. 78 to page 83—and 3d Check 
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from p. 71, to p. 96. Again, that neither they 


nor their converts are produced,” is a capital over- 
fight, Turn to 4th Check, p. 145; ** Produce a 
v few of them,” ſays your brother; to which I anſ- 
wer: Well. Sir, I produce: firſt the author of P. O. 
* next yourſelf, and then all. the Calviniſts who ad- 
«© mire your brother's , 4th letter, where he not only 
«© infinuates, but openly attempts to prove, that 
% David, &c. flood abſolmed and compleat in the ewer- 
* lafling righteouſneſs of Chriſt, while his eyes were 
« full of adultery, and his hands of blood. Now, 
6 Sir, if this was the caſe of. David, it may not only 
be that of many, but of all the elect: For the 
iclaginary covenant of fini/bed ſalvation, ſtands as 
ſure. for fallen believers, who cheat, ſwear, and get 
drunk; as for thoſe who commit adultery, murder, 
and inceſt. 8 | 8 

But ſince you preſs me ill to produce witneſſes, I 
eh to produce by and by the Rev. Mr. 


* 


zerridge your Second, together with his antinomian 


pleas againſt Aucere obedicuce, In the mean time I pro- 


duce Mr, Fulſome, together with a quotation” 
from The Chrifian world unmaſked. It contains, a 


ludicrous deſeription of a conſiſtent antinomian, 
brought over to the doctrines of grace by, I know 
not which of our goſpel-miniſters. 


His name [ſays Mr. Berridge] was Mr. | Pulſome, 
and his mother's maiden name was Miſs V anton. 


When the cloth was removed, and ſome few tank- 
 ards had gone round, Mr. Fulſome's face looked 
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* hke the red lion painted on my landlord's ſign, 
* and his mouth began to open, He talked ſwim- 
* mingly about religion, and vapoured much in praiſe 
of * [Calviniſlic] © perſeverance. Each freſh tankard 
* threw a freſh light upon his ſubject, &c.” No 
« fin, he ſaid, can hurt me. I have had a call, and 
my election is ſafe, Satan may pound me, if he 
e pleaſe ; but Jeſus muſt replevy me. What care I 
tor drunkenneſs or whoredom, for cheating or a 
little lying? "Theſe fins may hurt another, but 
„ they cannot hurt me. Let me wander where I 
„will from God, Jeſus Chriſt muſt fetch me back 
„ again. I may fall a thouſand times, but I ſhall 


1 riſe again; yes, I may fall exceeding foully.— 


And fo he did, for inſtantly he pitched with his 
head upon the floor, and the tankard in his hand.“ 
Chriffian world unmaſked : 24 Ed: p. 191. 


9 


9 Thus fell che ann champion of Cal. 


dini ſtic perſeverance. * The tankard, adds Mr. Ber- 


ridge, a, recovered, but no one thought it <vorth their 
© evhile to lift up Mr. Fulſome,” And what does 


Mr. Fulſome care for it, if Jeſus Chriſt b/z/o/Fis | 


abſolutely engaged to raiſe him up, though he had 


ſpilt, not only ſome of my landlord's ale, but all my 


- landlord's blood? Let Mr. Fulſome take a peaceful 
nap upon the floor, till he can call for another tank- 
ard; it will never hurt him, for Mr. Hill declares 


that he covenant of grace ſtandeth ſure in behalf of the + 


elect under every trial, flute, and circumſiance they can 
palibly bein: and that God over-rules fin FOR THEIR 
 600Þ% Fin. Stroke p. 6, and p. 55. 0 | 
en the principles of Calviniſm no logician in the 
worlc 


can, I think, find a flaw in the tollowing 


arguments of Mr, Fulſome. It I am wrconditionalyy 
elected, irrefiſtible grace will certainly fave me at 
laſt ; nay, my /alvation is already ni/hed : And for 


this 


Fd 


1 


* 


in the kingdom, tells us, that, ** the dewil <vas ſurely 
| © the author of the condition of finccre obedience,” and 
that 3 hace been loft by following after it.” 
Here is the 


* ſays, p. 192, ** ſuch ſcandalous profefors are found at 
«© all times, in our day, and in St. Paul's day, yet St. 
Paul will not renounce the doctrine of perſeverance.” 
— True, he will not renounce his own doctrine of 
conditional perſeverance, becauſe it is the very reverſe 
of the doctrine of abfolute, or Calvini/iic, . perſe- 


6 
this tankard and twenty more, I ſhall only ““ ſing 
„ louder” in heaven the praiſes of free, diſtinguiſh- 


ing, reſtoring grace, which, paſſing by thouſands, 


view'd me with unchangeable love, and determined 
to fave me with an everlaſting ſalvation, without any 
regard to that jack o'ianthorn, /incere obedience.” 
Ii on the other hand, I am v»conditionally reprobated, 
J ſhall abſolntely. be damned. 
Chriſt never died tor me, not only all my faith, but 
alſo all my endeavours and works, [were they as 
many as thoſe of Mr. J. W.] like a jact-o'-lanthoru”? 
will only dance before me to the pit of hell. - Once 
more, if I am ab/olute/y juſtified, it is not all the 
tankards and harlots in the world, that can blot my 
name Gout of the book of life. And if I am in the 
black book, my damnation is as good us finiſhed, My 
fincere obedience will never reverſe a perſonal, abſo- 
lute decree, older and firmer than the pillars of 
heaven. Nay, it may be-the readieſt way to hell; 
for our Vicar, who is one of the firſt goſpel-:niniſters 


Landlord, bring in another tankard 
health of all who do not legalize the goſpel! 


Mr. Berridge is too good a logician, to attempt 


proving, that Mr. Fulſome's creed, is not quite ra- 
tional upon the principles of Calviniſm. He only 


verance, from which Mr. Fulſome draws his horrible, 
and yet juſt inferences. | 


But ſays Mr. B. p. 178. A believer's new nature 
makes him hunger for implanted righteouſneſs: 


inſinuating that a believer's holy nature puts him 


upon 


Again, ſuppofing 


— ö 
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upon ſuch ſpontaneous obedience to his “rules of life"? 
that he needs not the help of a lau, as a rule ef rewards. 
and puniſhments, to encourage him in the path ot duty, 
and to keep him from the broad way of diſobedience, 
As this 1s one of the yrand arguments, by which 
pious Calviniſts defend the antinomian Babel, I ſhall 
anſwer it firſt as an anti-Calviniſt, and Mr. Fulſome 
next as a Calviniſt. | PS 
(1) Experience ſhews, that, to ſecure the Crea- 
ture's obedience, or the Creator's honour, the curb 
of a law is neceſiary for all free-agents who are yet in a 
ſtate of probation ; and that ſo long as we are ſur- 
rounded with fo many temptations to faint in duty, 
and to leave the thorny way of the croſs for the 
flowery paths of fin, the ſpur and bridle of a pro- 
miſing and threatning law are needtul, even with 
reſpect to thoſe duties which nutural or ſupernatural 
inclratien renders in general delighttul ; tuch as for 
mothers to take care of their ewn children, and be- 
lievers to do good to their neighbour. Now as the 
civil law, thai condemns murderers to death, does 
not except mothers who deſtroy the fruit of their 
womb, becauſe natural aftection makes them in general 
glad to preſerve it: So the penal law of Chriſt makes 
no exception in favour of de/ievers, Who fall into 
adultery and murder, under the Calvinittic pretence, 
that their new nature makes them i general hunger 
alter purity and love. See 1 Cor. vi. 8, 9. — Again, 
All ſophiſms fly before matter of fact. Fallen angels 
and our firſt parents once naturally hungered atter 
righteouſneſs, more-than moſt believers do ; and yet 
they groſsly apoſtatized. And it you object to. thcfe 
inſtances, I produce David and the inceſtuous Corin- 
thian: Both had a new nature“ as believers ; and 
yet, as allen believers, the one could thirſt after 
Uriah's blood, and the other hunger after his father's 
wife, far more than after implanted righteouſneſs.” 


Bat, . 
(2 ) | Mr. 


1 ) 


(2) Mr. Fulſome may anſwer Mr. Berridge as a 
Calviniſt, thus: My new nature will make me hunger 
tor implanted righteouſneſs ** in the day of God's 
power n: God will do his own work : In the mean 
time Jam © ina winter ſeaſon :* Tam carnal and 


old under fin, as well as St. Paul, and I thirſt after 


my tankard as David did after Bathſkeba's beauty, 
and Uriah's blood: Thus the antinomian gap re- 
mains as wide as ever. 


DW 


It is true alſo that Mr, Berridge ſays, p. 173, 
& Cheats auill ariſe: And how muſt ve deal <vith 
$6 -them Deal awith them, Sir, awwhy hang them, 
6 avhen detected; as Feſus hanged Fudas.” I thought 
that Judas, and not Jeſus was the hangman. But I 
wot that paſs, to obſerve, that Mr. Fulſome may juitly 
k: Why will vou hang me? Does not our Lord, 
es, of his elect, fav, He that touches yon, tore tos 
the apple of mine eye 7 If Mr. Berri doe an{wers : You 
are no elect ; you are an hypocrite ; ; you never had 
grace : Mr. Fulſome may juſtly reply, upon the plan 
of the calviniſtic doctrines of grace, © / have had a 
„call, and my election is ſafe. ”% Who {ell lay auy 
thing to the charge of Gods elect ! am he HP) of 
* them he | alſo juſtified * Yea they are juſtified from ALL 
*© things.” You have no more right to condemn me 
as an hypocrite, becauſe you fee me with a tankard in 
my hand, than to paſs a ſentence of hypocriſy upon 
all backfliders. How will you prove that I have not 
as'much right to toſs my tankard, as David to write 
a ſanguinary . letter; Solomon, to worſhip devils ; 
and the inceſtuous Corinthian, to invade the rights of 
his Father's bed ? I will maintain the priviledges of 
God's children againſt all the legaliſts and the W elle - 
in the world: Iwill fight for Jr to the lait 
drop in wy OS Ne OY o) ou! 
a | ; & If 


( 14 ) 
$ If Mr. Fulſome's arguments are conclu/ive, as 
well as Calauniſtical, how can he be brought to give 
up his antinomian creed? Undoubtedly by being | 
brought to give up Calviniſm. Till then, it is evi- 
dent that he will ſtill hold %s doctrines of grace in | + 
theoryor in practice; indirectly, and with mental reſerves, 
as all pious calviniſts do; oropenly and without ſhuffling, 
as he does in his confeſſion of faith. Thus has Mr. | 
Berridge preſented the world with an antinomian _ | 
creed, as horrid as that, which I have compoſed with : 
the unguarded principles of your 4th Letter. And 
by acknowledging, that /ach ſcandalous profeſſors, as 
Mr. Fulſome, are found at all times, he has confirmed | 
the neceſſity of my checks, ſhewn they are really F 
checks to antizomiani/m, and not Checks to the ge | 
pel, filenced thoſe who have accuſed me of miſrepre- 
/entation, and helped me to give the world a juſt idea 
of Calviniſtic principles. I ſay principles, becauſe 
many, very many Calviniſts, like Mr. Berridge, are 
too moral not to reject in their praclice, and not to 
explode as deteſtable in their #/cour/e, the immoral 
interences, which conſiſtent antinomians juſtly draw 
from their doctrines of grace. T2 


S 


$ V. Having thus comphed with your requeſt, Sir, 
by producing a guetation from an eminent Calvi- 
ni{t-Divine, to ſhow, that I do not fight againſt a Q 
fhadow when I oppoſe Mr. Fulfome; and having 
deſcribed a rational “ convert to your doctrines of 

race; I return to the Finiſhing Stroke, where, to 

ward off the blow given to your ſyſtem by the ortho- 
doxy and bad conduct of the Fulſomes, "i 

P. 9, You offer to ſhew me ** a long black lift of 
„ deluded creatures | ſome of <vhom hae been 2 ncipal 
© leaders in Mr. W's claſſes] &c. who have been car- 


% trying on abominations and wicked practices under the 
« maſh of religion,” And you tell us they are /ome 
; : ? C6 of 
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of the fruits which the defrrines” of Mr. Weſley 
hade produced. But you have forgot the proot, 
Sir, unleſs you think that your bare aſſertion is quite 
ſufficient. Suppoſe that one out of twelve of Mr, 
W—'s claſs-leaders, had actually tui ned out a tem- 
„ porary monſter, what could you inter from it 
againſt Mr. W—'s doctrine, but what the phariſees 


could with equal truth, or rather with equal injuſtice, 


have interred againſt the doctrine of our Lord? 
By what plain and eaſy conſequence, or by what 


ſcriptural argument will you make it appear, that 


even the moſt abhorred ot all Mr. W—'s doctrines, 
that of chriſtian perfralion, [or, which is all one, 
that of believing in Chriſt with a penitential faith, 
till we love God with all. our heart, and our neigh- 


bour as ourſelves] has any more tendency to turn his 
| hearers into“ temporary monſters,” than our Lord's 
ſermon upon the mount had to turn his apoſtles 
into covetous traitors? But how can you free your 


doctrine from dangerous conſequences, which flow 


from it as naturally as a river does from it's ſource ? 


Have I not juſt proved, I hope, to the ſatis faction 


of judicious readers, that Mr. Fulſome's practice 


perfectly agrees with your Calviniſfic principles? 0 
Sir, that vaporer in favour of your perieverance'? 
fairly and conſiſtently builds upon what your brother 
calls the foundation of the Calvinifs,” that is, uncoz> 
ditional election and finiſhed ſalvation: be is a avi 
maſter builder. Apply the ,moit exact plummet of 


- reaſon to the walls ut his antinomian Babel, and you 


will find them ſt ait. They do not project a hair's 
breadth from your doctrines of grace, which are the 
foundation laid in ſome ot our celebrated pulpits, for 
him and all the clan of the Ful/omes to build upon. 
He is a jzdicions moniter ; he has reaſon and your or- 
thodoxy on his fide. But the monſters of your long 
black liſt [ſuppoſing it to be a true one] are bare- 
faced hypocrites equally condemned by their reaſon 


and proteſſion: For fo tar as they adhere to Mr. W's 


e 3 doctrine 


(86>) 


doctrine, their principles are diametrically oppoſed to 


their pradtice, and therefore he is no more accounta- 
than our Lord was 


ble tor their „ abominations,“ 


for Judas's treaſon. 
Se 
$ VI. Page 12, 13, You leave me in full poſſeſ- 


ſion of all the ſcriptures, arguments, and quorations 


from our homilies and hturgy, which I have advanced 
in the 4th Check; ſuppoling that when you have 


called them ** the novel chimeras of the 4th Chet,“ or 


a „ mingle mangle ;”” and that when you have referr'd 


- your readers to the faith of Mr. Ignorance, ”” you 
have given my ſentiments a Fini/hing Stroke. To ſuch 
forcible arguments I can make no better and ſhorter | 


reply than that of my A Logica Genevcnfis ! 
However, 

P. 11. You decide that. my illuſtration of the wo- 
man dropping her child down a precipice, is total- 


ty foreign to the purpeſe,” 1. e. does not at all prove 


that calviniſm fathers * un provoked wrath *” upon the 


' God of love. But how do you make it appear ?— 


Why, you infinuate, that “ man has forteit241 all 
* right and title to the favour of God by his fall in 
* —_ and therefore God has been juſtly pro- 

oked to drop the reprobates down the precipice of 
tn into hell, by an eternal, uncon ditional, abſolute 
decrec of non-election. 

The argument is 1p ecious, and has deceived thou- 
ſands of limple ſouls into calviniſm ; but can it bear 
examination ? Who, or what provoked God to make 
from all eternity, a Gecree of abſolutely dropping 


Adam down the precipice of tin, and the reprobated 
part of his poſterity down the precipice of damna- 


tion? Was it the lin of reprobates? No: for mil- 
liens of them are as yet unconceived, and therefore 
fraleſs; for what has not yet a Ane, cannot yet 
have a mode; what does not yet exiſt, cannot yet FE 
linful,——\Was it a Vet of their fin? No: For 

upon 


4-979 


upon the Calviniftic plan, God certainly frreſres what 


2b happen, only Lecauſe he has abjoulutely decreed 
what SHALL happen. Was it Adam's lin, as you 
inſinuate? No: ior Adam's fin was committed in 
time, and therefore could not influence an ad/olute 
decree of perſonal reprobation made before time, yea 


from all eternity. But you add: 


F. 14,0 If you believe that the tranſgreſſion 


of our firſt' parent entailed no condemnation upon 


his poſterity, why did you ſubſcribe to the gth 


article of our church, which ſays, that z every. 


* man born into the auor 1d it deſerwes God's <vrath and 
& damnation : I apprehend you miſtake, Sir: That 
article ſays no ſuch thing, W hat it affirms of a deri- 
vation of Adam's corruption, or of © 6 the fault and cor- 


| ruftion of the nature of cvery man, you repreſent as 


ſpoken of Adam's perſonal tranigreſſion; which is 
abſolutely contounding the cane and the effect, Eve- 
ry anti-Calviniſt may, and I, for one, do believe, that 
in every man born into the work and conſidered ac- 
cording to the firſt covenant, original corruption 
(not Adam's tranſgreſſion) deſerves God's wrath and 


God; without dreaming that any man fhall ever be 
damned forit : ſeeing that according to God's mercy 
and goodnefs diſplay'd i in the ſecond covenant, Chriſt, 
the ſecond Adam, is come to taſie death for EVERY 


man, and to be the Samut of ALL men; fo that tor 


his ſake, the free gift is come upon ALL men uitojuftifi- 


cation of life, See 4th Check p. 149 &c.: Thus, 


by looking at our divine compais, the word of God, 


we fail thro' the ſtraits of error, keeping at an equal 
diſtance from the rocks againſt which Calviniſts run 
on the right hand, and Pelagians on the left. 


I have warded off the Stroke, which you have at- 
tempted to give my ſentiments with our gth Article ; 
and now it is but juſt, you ſhould ſufier me to return 
it, It I am not miſtaken, that article is repugnant 
to calviniſm in two reſpects. (1) It ſays not one 


damnation at the hands of an holy and righreous 


word | 


. 

1 $ 
word about the /mputation of the demerit of Adam? 
firſt tranſgreſſion; but makes original fin to conhfiit 
only in the“ infection of our nature; which ſaps 
the foundation of your imaginary imputation of 
Adam's perſonal fin, and conſequently ruins its counter- 
part, viz, your imaginary imputation of Chriſt's 
perſonal good works, diſtinct from ſome actual par- 
ricipation of his holineſs. (2) It affirms that this 


infection in every perſon BORN INTO THE WORLD, We- 
ferves God's wrath : a ſtrong intimation this, that it 


did not actually deſerve that wrath, before we were 


actually defiled by a finful birth or conception. Now 


this, if I miſtake not implies, that, ot all the men 
now lving . upon the earth, not one actually e 
God's wrath and damnation 200 years ago. So that 


if God abſolutely reprobated one man now living, 


three hundred much more fix thouſand years ago, much 
more from all eternity, he did it according to Calvin's 
doctrine of rich, tree, unprovoked, gratuitous, 2 
&ejerved wrath. O ye confiderate Engliſhmen, ſtand 
to your articles, and you will ſoon ſhake off Geneva- 
impoſitions! | S 
S 

$ VII. P. 12, You fay in your moral ©© Creed about 
© faith and works :—Faith when genuine will always 
s manifelt its reality by bringing forth good works, 
and all the fruits — N 
you ſtand to this, without ſecret reſerves about“ a win- 
« ter ſtate,” in which a genuine believer [ſo called] 
may commit adultery, murder, and inceſt for many 
months, without loſing the character of a man after 


God's own heart and his title to heaven; you make up 
the antinomian gap, you ſet your ſeal to St. Fames's 


epiſtle, you ratity the checks; and conſequently you 


give up your 4th letter, which contains the very 
marrow of Calviniſm : Unleſs by ſome ſalvo of Ge- 


neva- logie you can reconcile theſe two propoſitions, 


which 


an holy life: Now Sir, if 


— — — — —e—— 0 
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which, upon the rational and moral plan of the goſ- 
pel, appear to me utterly irreconcileable. (1) Faith, 
when genuine, always brings forth all the fruits of 


an holy life.— (2) A man's faith may be genuine 
while he goes any length iu fin, and brings forth all 


the fruits of an holy life; adultery and murder not 


excepted, 


20 b 

$ VIII. My quotation from Dr. Owen, which ſets 
Calviniſtic contradiction in a moſt glaring light, 
ſeems to embarraſs you much, P. 14 &. 'You pro- 
duce paſſage upon paſſage out of his writings, to 


ſhew that he explodes ** the diſtinction of a double 


6 juſtification,” But you know, Sir, the Doctor had 


as much right to contradict himſelf in his writings, 
as you to militate againſt yourſelf in your Review : 
See 4th. Check, 1ſt. Let. Beſides: I have already 
obſerved, 4 Check, p. 45, that “a volume of ſuch 


+ paſſages, inftead of invalidating the doctrine I 


% maintain,” [or the quotation I produce] ** would 


only prove that the moſt judicious Calviniſts can- 
not make their ſcheme hang tolerably together.“ 
However you ſay, 


P. 13, 14. He [Dr. Owen] drops not the leaſt 
& intimation of any freſh act of juſtification, which is 
«© then to paſs upon a believer's perſon.” — What Sir, 
has not the Doctor ſaid, in his "Treatiſe upon Juſ- 
tification p. 222, Whenever this enquiry is made, not 


Imo a SINNER &cC: Hall be JUSTIFIED, which 7s 


[as we are all agreed, by faith, or, to uſe the Doc- 


tor's unſcriptural phraſe] “ by the righteouſneſs of 
'« Chrift alone imputed to him: But how a man that 


% profeſſes evangelical faith in Chriſt ſhall be tried and 
« judged; and whereon as ſuch,” i. e. as a behever] 
„% he ſhall be jJUs8TIFIED : ave grant that it is and 


6 MUST BE BY HIS OWN PERSONAL OBEDIENCE.” 


Now, 


. J 
row, cir, if the Doctor has ſaid this, and you . , | 
not deny it; has he not ſaid the very thing which | 
I contend for? . | 

When you affirm, that he makes no mention of a vi 
frejh ad of juſtification, do you not betray your in- 
attention? Does he not declare, that a SINNER 18 7z/- | 
tificd by imputed riglitcouſneſ, and that a believer gs 

ſuch, fall be tricd and j uSTIFIED by His cu 32 
obedience ? Now if juſtification is the ad of juſtifying, 
are you not greatly miſtaken, when you repreſent the 
1USTIFICATION of a SINNER by Chriſt's imputed righ- 
zeorſneſs, and the jus IFAT TON of a believer or a 
£AINT by his own perſonal obedience, as one and the 

ſame act? Permit me, Sir, to refer you to the argu- 
ment contained 4th. Check, p. 16, 17, on which, 

next to the words of our Lord, Matt. x1 37. 1 
chiefly rett our controverſy about juſtification. An 
argument, the anſwering of which [if it can be an- 
fweredj would have done your cauſe more honour and 
ſervice, than what you are pleaſed to inſinuate next 
concerning Mr, Weſley's honeſty and mine. 


| D. Williams, out of whoſe book I copied my quo- 
tation from Dr. Owen, being a Calviniſt, and as clear a- 
| bout a finner's juitification by faith as Dr. Owen him- 
ſelt, for brevity's ſake left out what the Doctor ſays 
about it under the Calviniſtic phraſe of Chrifi's impu- 
ted righteouſneſs, Here, as it D. Williams's wiſdom 
| was duplicity in me, P. 14, you triumph not only þ 
[ over me, but over Mr, Weſley, thus: “ I never 
dare truſt to Mr. Weſley or Mr. Fletcher in any 
« quotations &: — More words. expunged by Mr. 
„Fletcher out of the ſhort quotation he has taken 
« from Dr. Owen.” But ſuppoſe I had knawi/hy eæ- 
punged the words, which D. Williams «v//ely Jef? out 
as uſeleſs to bs point, what need was there of reſſect- 
ing upon Mr. Weſley on the occaſion? O ye doc- 
trines of free grace and free wrath, how long will ye | 
miſlead good men? How long will ye hurry them [| 
Into: 
„„ 
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to that of a believer, which, ſays: he, **.7s 4 
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into that part of praFicelantinomianiſm, which con- 
ſiſts in raſßh accuſations of their opponents, in a lord- 
ly contempt of their gracious attainments, and in re- 


peated inſinuations that they pay no regard to com- 
mon honeſty? | | | 


When a combatant is too warm, he frequently 
gives an unexpected advantage to his antagonitlt. 
You are an inſtance of it, Sir: Your eagerneſs to re- 
fiect upon Mr. W. and me, has engaged you to pre- 
ſent the world with a clauſe, which, tho? it was uſe- 
leſs to the queſtion debated by D. Williams, is of 
ſingular uſe to ne in the preſent controverſy, and in 
a manner decides the point. For in the paſſage left 
out by D. Williams, Dr. Owen ſpeaks of the juſtifi- 


cation of a SINNER, and ſays, as I have obſerved, 


that he is 7z/#:ied by the righteouſneſs of Chriſt alone im- 
puted to him: And THis juſtification he evidently p oppoſes 

muſt 
„be by his oxwn perſonal obedience.” Yo that the 
world [thanks be to your controverhal * heat !] ſees 
now, that. even your champion, in one of thoſe 


happy moments, when the great Diana did not ſtand 


in his light, ſaw, and held forth the important 4% 
tiuction between St. Paul and St, James's juſtification, 


that is, between the juſtification of a funer by 


Chriſt's proper merits, according to the firſt goſpel- 
axiom ; and the juſtification of a /a:nt by his orun per- 
ſunal obedience of faith, or by Chriſt's derived merits, | 


according to the ſecond goſpel-axtom, 


Nor is this a zero diſtinction, you would ſay, a 
« novel chimera” among proteſtants: For looking 
lately into a Treatiſe upon good works written by La 
Placette, that famous — champion and confeſ- 


ſor abroad, who, after he had left his native country 
for righteouineſs ſake, was miniſter of the French 


church at Copenhagan, page 272, Amſt. edit: 1709 
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*The ſecond inſtance of this heat, fo favourable to my cauſe, 
may be ſeen in the Appendix, (No. 19.) c 


£28. 3 
I fell upon this paſſage : ** Les proteſtants de leur 
«*« core diſtinguent une double juſtification, celle du 
*« pecheur, et celle du juſte, &c:” That is, Proteſtauts 
on their part diſtinguiſh'a twofold juſtification, that of 
the SINNER and that of the RIGHTEOUS &c: Then 


ſpeaking of the latter he adds, The ju/{ification of the | 
righteous, confidered as an act of God, implies three 


things: (1) That God acknowledges for righteous, him 
that is actually ſo (2) That he declares him ſuch : And 
(3) that he treats him as ſuch. How different is this 
| threefold act of God from that which conſtitutes a fan- 
nes juſtification? For his juſtification being alſo 
Conſidered as the act of God, implies : (1) That he 
pardons the ſinner : (2) That he admits him to his 
tavour : And (3) that under the chriſtian diſpenfa- 
tion, he witneſſes this double mercy to the believing 


- finner's heart, by giving him a ſenſe of the peace 


which paſſes all underſtanding, and a taſte of the glo- 
ry which ſhall be revealed. However, as if all this 
was a mere © chimera,” you ſay, | 


P. 17. Having fully vindicated Dr. Owen from 
the charge you have brought againſt him of hold- 
ing two jultifications, &c. ”— Nay Sir, you have 
not vindicated him at all in this reſpect: All that you 
have proved, is that he was no ſtranger to your logic, 


and that his love for the great Diana of the Calviniſts, 


made him inconſiſtently deny at one time, what at 
another time his hatred of ſin forced him to confeſs. 
Nor is this a new thing in myſtie Geneva: You 
know, Sir, a pious Gentleman, who, after milita- 
ting in a book called the Review, againſt the decla- 
rative juſtification by works, which I contend for, 
drops theſe words, which deſerve to be graven'in 


braſs, as an eternal monument of Calviniſtic contra- 


diction. ** Neither Mr. Shirley, nor I, nor any Caluu- 
„ i, that T ever heard of, deny that a finner”” [ſhould 
you not have ſaid @ belicwer? ] “e is declaratiuely jusri- 


FIED BY WORKS, both here and AT THE DAY OF JUDGE= | 


MENT, Review p. 149. Now, if no Calviniſt that 


zou 


„ 


you ever heard of, denies in his luminous intervals, 
the very juſtification which I chiefly contend for in 
the Checks, do you not give a firifbing ſtroke to Cal- 
viniſtic conſiſtency, when you ſay, p. 18, J am deter- 
„ mined to prove my former ailertion againſt you, viz, 
that you cannot find one proteſt unt divine among the 
% puritans, &c. till the reign or Charles II, who 
„held your doctrines?“ [you mean thoſe of a ſin- 
„ ner's juſtification by faith, and of a faint's juſtiſi- 
cation by works, according to Gal. ii. 16. and Mat. 
X11. 37.] ls it not granted on all fides, that they all 
held the former juſtification? And do you not tell the 
world, No Calwinift that you ever heard of denicd the 
latter? However while you thus cand:dly confeſs, that 
all proteſtant divines held thoſe capital doctrines of the 
Checks, I ſhould not do you juſtice, if I did not ac- 
knowledge, that few, if any of them, held them ui- 
formly and confifently in England, "till Baxter began 
to make a firm ſtand againſt “ antinomian dotages.“ 


25 


$ IX. P. 20. You produce theſe words of mine 
taken from the 4th Check, Your imputation ſtands 
upon. a prepoſterous ſuppoſition, that Chriſt the 
« righteous was an execrable ſinner,” To this you 
reply with the warmth of a gentleman, who has 
learned politeneſs in myſtic Geneva: I tell you, 
« reve Sir, with the bluntneſs and honeſty of an Eu- 
„ oli/hman, that this is execrable Swiſs flander.””— Now 
Sir, that what you call“ execrable Swiſs ſlauder, is 
ferling, Engliſh truth, I prove by theſe quotations from 
your tavorite divine Dr, Criſp, who, as quoted by D. 
Williams, ſays p. 328: God makes Chrift as very 
finner as the creature himſelf was.—Again, p. +270, 
Nor are we ſo compleatly finful, but Chrift, being made 


fin, <vas as compleatly finful as wer—And it is well- 


known, 


„„ 


known, that Luther, in one of his unguarded mo- 
ments, called Chriſt e greate//, and conſequently the 
moſt execrable fnncr in the world, Now Sir, if 
„ Chriſt was ſo compleatly finful as we”? [to uſe the 
words of your Oracle] does it not follow, that he 
Was a SINNER as Compleatly EXECRABLE as We are? 
and that you deviate a little from brotherly kindneſs, 
when you call Dr. Criſp's Calviniſtic miſtake, an 
exccrable ſlander of mine ? | 35 


SSH 


$ X. P. 21, 22. You find fault with my ſaying, 
& Is this [Chriſt's praying for Peter] a proof that he 
„ never pray'd for Judas?” and you declare, that 
this“ afertion” [you ſhould have ſaid guy] =“ does 
© little Honour to the advocacy of Chriſt,” Permit me, 
Sir, to explain myſelt. Tho' I believe with Biſkop 
Latimer, that Chri/? ſhed as much blood for Fudas as 
for Peter, I never ſaid nor believed, as you infinuate, 
„That Chnſt took more pains for the ſalvation of 
„ Judas than for that of Peter.” You cannot juſtly 
infer it from my mentioning a matter of fact recorded 
in ſcripture, viz, that ozce our Lord /þoke to Judas, 
when he only looted at Peter; for he had explicitly 
warned Peter beforc. Therefore in either caſe Chriſt 
| ſhewed himſelt void [not of a peculiar regard for 
Peter's peculiar ſincerity, but] of Calviniſtic parti- 
ality. Again, I am perſuaded, that during the 
day of Judas's viſitation, Chriſt pray'd tor him, and 
ſincerely too: for it Chriſt had borne him a grudge, 
and in conſequence of it, had always made mental 
reſerves, and excepted him, when he pray'd for his 
apoſtles; would he not have broken the ſecond table 
of the law? And might he not be propoſed as a pit- 
tern of 1nveterate malice, rather than of perfect cha- 
rity ?. | | . : . 
Lou reply, p. 22. If this were the caſe,” [i. e. 
if our Lord prayed for Judas] ße avords of his, 
| 7 


. 

%», know thou heare/ſ me always, mut be wntrue; for 
6 avhen he prayed for Judas, his F gh ca ab rejected. 
But is your inference juſt? Chriſt always pray'd with 
divine wiſdom, and according to his Father's will. 
Therefore he prayed conſiſtently with the eternal de- 
cree, that moral agents ſhall be invited, drawn, and 
gently moved, but not forced to obey the goſpel. 
Now, if our Lord prayed conditionally for Judas, 
[as he certainly did for all his murderers, ſince they 
were not all forgiven] he might ſay, I know thou 
heareſt me always, and yet Judas might, by his perverſe- 
neſs, as a free agent, reject again? himſelf the gracious 
_ counſel of God, till he was abſolutely given up. Thus 
our ſcheme of doctrine inſtead of 2 Chriſt's 
advocacy, repreſents it in a rational and ſcriptural 
light; while your's, I fear, wounds his character in 
the tendereſt part, and fixes upon him the blot of 
cunning uncharitableneſs, and profound diſſimulation. 


<i> 

$ XI. P. 26. You ſay : Time would fail me te 
pretend to enumerate the many groſs miſrepreſen- 
*« tations, &c. However as you have actually repre- 
ſented me as ſaying, that the more a believer tins 
upon earth, the zerricr he will be in heaven, I beg 
you will point out to me where, in the plain eaſy. 
« ſenſe of my words, I have ſpoken any ſuch thing; 
* or where I have ever uſed fo ludicrous an expreſ- 
& fion as irth, &c. when ſpeaking of thoſe plea- 
6 ſures which are at God's right hand for evermore.“ 


I conclude my antinomian creed thus, 4th Check 
P+ 107. Adultery, inceſt, and murder ſhall, upon 
the whole, make me holicr upon earth and mer- 
« rier in heaven,” —Two lines .belcw, I obſerve, 
tha, “J amindebted to you for all ths doctrines, 
and af of the expreſſions of this creed.“ Nou 
have therefore no right to ſay, Where have I uſed 

» 1 | | the 


D : in 4 - 


(4-38) 


the EXPRESSION merry, for I never ſaid you have uſed 


it, though our Lord has Luke xv. 32. But as you 
| Have a right to ſay: Where is the Doctrine? I reply: 
In your 4th Letter, Sir, where you tell us, that æ 
grievous fall will make believers „ng louder in heaven 
to all eternity, Now as louder ſongs are a certain in- 
dication of greater joy, where nothing is done in hy- 
pocriſy, I deſire even Calviniſts to ſay, if I have 
wreſted “ the plain, eaſy ſenſe of your words,” in 
obſerving that, according to your ſcheme, apoſtates 
ſhall be merrier, or, if you pleaſe more joyful in hea- 
ven for their grievors falls on earth. 

P. 27. Now, Sir, give me leave to pluck a fea- 


„ ther out of your high-foaring wings, &c, by aſk- 


ing you fimply, Whence have you taken it?“ 
(this quotation ſo called) Did I ever aſſert any 
„thing like this, &c. Prove your point, and then I 
« will confeſs that you are no calumniator of God's 
«© people.” I anſwer, | | | 
(1) I did not produce as a quotation the words which 
vou allude to: I put them in commas, as expreſſive of 


the ſentiments of many good men: How then could 


you think, that you alone are any good men? (2) 
But you ſay that you, for one, underſtand the words 
of St, John, He that does righteouſneſs is righteous, of 
perſonal holineſs: Now Sir to prove me a ** calum- 
„ ziator,” you have only to prove, that David did 


righteouſneſs when he defiled Uriah's wife ; for you 


teach us directly or indirectly, that when he commit- 
ted that crime he was z1defiled,” and continued to 
be a man after God's own heart,” i. e. a righteous 
man, for the Lord alloweth the righteous, bnt the un- 
| godly mandy e abhor, (3) However, if I have miſ- 

taken one of the ſcriptures, on which you found your 


doctrine, I have not miſtaken the doctrine itſelf. 


What are the words for which you call me a2 Ca- 
„ Iumniator,” and charge me with “ horrid perwer- 
<< fon, falſbood, and baſe difingenuity ? * Why, I have 
repreſented ** many good men as ſaying [by the 

general 


Ex TRAcr from Flavel, a ** citation,” 


(27 * 


general tenour of one of their doctrines of grace, the 


abſolute perſeverance of fallen, adulterous, idolatrous, 


inceſtuous believers] ** Let not Mr. W. deceive you: 
„ he that actually liveth with another man's wife, 
„ worſhips abominable idols, and commits inceit 
« with his father's wife, may not only be righteous, 


but compleat in imputed righteouſneſs, &c : This 


is the doctrine I charge upon many good men: 
And if you, for one, fay ** Did J ever affert any 
* thing like this?“ J reply, Yes Sir, in your 4th. 
Letter, which is a profeſſed attempt to prove, that 
believers may like adulterons David, idolatrous Solo- 
mon, and the inceſtuous Corinthian, go any length 
in fin without ceaſing to /fard compleat in what I beg 
leave to call Calviniftic righteouſucſs, Thus inftead 
of © plucking a feather out of my wings,” you wing 


the arrow which I let fly at your great Diana, 
S XII. For brevity's ſake, I ſhall reduce my anſwer 
to the reſt of your capital charges into plain queries, 


not doubting but my judicious readers will fee their 
unreaſonableneſs, without the help of arguments. 


() Ts it right in Mr. H. to call p. 34, 35, wy 
IXTRACT and a quota- 
tion; and then to charge me with A ingenuity, 


greſ perverſian, expunging, &c. becauſe I. have not 


1welled my extract by tranſcribing . all Flavel's book, 


or becauſe I have taken only what ſuits the preſent 


times, and what is altogether confiftent ? eſpecially, 


when I have obſerved, gth. Check, p. 56, That, 
when Flavel encounters antinomian errors as a di! - 
„ ciple of Calvin, his hands hang down, Amalek 
„ prevails, and a ſhrewd logician could, without any 
„ magical power, force him to confeſs, that moſt of 
the errors, whieh he ſo juſtly oppoſes, are the na- 
e tural conſequences of Calvinifm ? ?? 


3 (2) IS 
D 2 


„ 


(2) Is it right in Mr. H. to charge me, p. 57, with 
© daje forgeries; and to repreſent me, p. 56, as 
„ deſcending to the poor, illiberal arts of forgery and 
* defamation,” becauſe I have preſented the public 
with a parable, in the dreſs of a royal proclamation, 
which I produce as a mere ** z/luftration — becauſe 
1 charge him with indirectly propagating tenets which 
as neceſſarily flow from his doctrines of grace, as light 
does from the ſun—and becauſe ] have diſtinguiſned by 

commas a creed framed with his avowed principles; | 
although I have added theſe words, to ſhew that I | 
took the compoſition of it upon myſelf: “ Yor | 

«© ſpeak indeed in the third perſon, and I in the 
«© firſt, but this alters not the doctrine. — Some 
& clauſes and ſentences J have added, not to miſre- 
« preſent and blacken” [for what need is there of 
blackening the fable mantle of midnight ?] “ but to 
introduce, connect, and illuſtrate your ſentiments?” 


(3) Angry as. the phariſees were at our Lord, 
when he expoſed their errors by parables, did they 
ever charge him with 34/7. forgery, becauſe his “ 11- 
6 luſtrations” were not true ſrories 7 Is it not ſtrange 
that this admirable way of defending '** the truth“ 
ſhould have been found out by the grand defender of 
the doctrines of grace? ” —Again, if marking 
with commas a paragraph of our compoſing, to dif- 
tingutſh it from our own real ſentiments, is a crime; 
is not Mr, H. as criminal as myſelt ? Does he not, c , 
p. 31, preſent the public with a card of his o,. 
compoling, in which he holds forth the ſuppoſed ſen- 
timents of many clergymen, and which he diſtin- 
guiſhes with commas thus: The Feather's Tavern 
« fraternity preſent compliments to Meſſrs. J. Weſ- 
% ley and Fletcher, &c, ”—Shall what paſles for wit 
in the author of P. O, be greſi diſingenuity, and baſe 
forgery in the author of the vindication ?—O ye 
candid Calviniſts, partial as your ſyſtem is, can you 


(4b 


poſſibly approve of uch glaring partiality 2 _ 


r 2 
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with the laſt paragraph of the XII th. 
Burgeſs on Grace and Aſſurance ? 


OO ( 29 ) 
(4) Is it right in Mr. H. to take his leave of me 
in this abrupt manner, p. 39, 40: The unfair 
„ quotations you have made, and the ſhocking miſ- 
„ repreſentations and calumnies you have been guil- 
*© ty of, will for the future prevent me from looking 
„into any of your books, if you ſhould write a 
© thouſand volumes: and this eſpecially under pre- 
tence, that I have amefully perverted and miſre- 
6 preſented the doctrines of Auth. Burgeſs,” when 1 
have ſimply produced a quotation from him in which 
there is not a /hadow of miſrepreſentation, as the 


reader will fee by comparing 4th. Check p. 41, 42, 
Sermon of Mr, 


_—_— 
$ XIII. This perpetual noiſe about groſs miſrepre- 
ſentatious, ſhameful percierſious, interpolations, baſe Forge- 
ries, Sc. becomes Mr. H. as little as any man; his 
own inaccuracy in quotations equalling that of the 
moſt inattentive writer I am acquainted with. Our 
readers have ſeen, on what a /ender baſis he reſts his 
charge of baſe forgeries :”* I beg leave to ſhew them 
now, on what lid ground I reit my charge of an- 
common inaccuracy; and not to intrude too long Apo 
their patience, I ſhall juſt produce à few initances 
only out of his Finiſhing Stroke.* 
| (1) That performance does not do my ſermon juſ- 
tice, for p. 51. Mr. Hill quotes me ſo : They good 
works | are declarative of our free juſtiſicatiou: whereas 
2s .-D'3 | my 


* To produce ſuch inſtances out of the Review, would be almoft 
endleſs. One however Mr. H. forces me to touch upon a ſecond 


time. This is the caſe. The ſword of the Spirit which Mr. Weiley 


uſes, is two-edged. When he defends the fir} gofpel-axiom againſt 
the phariſees, he preaches Salvation, not by the merit of works, but 


by believing in Chriſt: an i when he defends the /ccond goſpel-axiom 


againſt the antinomians, he preaches Sa/vationy not by the merit of 
5 5 . : _ works 


( 30 


my manuſcript runs thus : © They are the declaratioe 


CAUSE of our free juſtification,” viz. in the day of 


trial and of judgment. The word Cauſe here is of the 


utmoſt importance to my dectrine, powerfully guar- 
ding the minutes and undefiled religion. Whether 


it is left out, becauſe it ſhows at once the abſurdity 
of pretending that my old ſermon is the beſt con- 
« futction of Mr, Weſley's Minutes; or becauſe 
Mr. Hill's copier omitted it firſt, is beſt known to 
Mr. Hill himſelf, © 1 

1 be | 2) L. 


_ * 


=/ 
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evorks, but by works as condition. No ſooner did the Calviniſts ſee 
this laſt propoſition at full length in the minutes, than they took the 
alarm, fondly imagining that Mr. W. wanted to overthrow the pro- 
teſtant-doctrine of ſalvation by faith. To convince them of their 
miſtake, I appealed to Mr. W's, works in general, and to the mi- 
nutes in particular, two ſentences of which evidently ſhow, that he 
Had nat the leaſt intention of terting aſide f#/ in Chrif, in order to 
make way for the anti-chriftian merit of works, Accordingly I laid 
thoſe ſentences before my readers, taking ſpecial care to thow by 
commas, that I produce two different parts of the minutes, thus: 
«« Not by the merit of <w9»ks,” but by © believing in Chriſt.“ Here 
is not a ſhadow of difingenuity; either as to the quotations, for 
they are fairly taken from the minutes; or as to the ſenſe of the 


whole ſentences, for fifty volumes, and myriads of hearers can 


beſtify, that it perfectly agrees with Mr. W's well-known doctrine. 
But what does Mr. H:? Beafled by his ſyſtem, he tampers with my 
quotations; he takes off the two commas after the word works; he 
overlooks the two commas before the word believing! he | inadver- 
'tently, I hope] throws my two diſtin& quotations into one; and by 
that means adds to them the words 6» by” which I had particu- 


_ 'harly excluded. When he has thus turned my two juſt quotations 


into one that is falſe, he is pleaſed to put me in the Geneva-pillory 
for his own miſtake; and as his doctrines of grace teach him to kill. 
two birds with one ſtone, he involves Mr. Welley in my gratuitous | 
diſgrace, thus: ring pr of this kind have long paſſed for no crime 
« ai My. Weſley; I did not think you would have folloxved him in 

« theſe ungenerous artifices.” Review. p. 27. | 


VD pon the remonſtrance I made about this ſtrange way of proceed- 

ing See note, IV Check, p. 49.] I hoped that Mr. H. would have 

| hanged down his head a moment, and dropt the point fur ever. But 
no: he muſt give a finiſhing ſtroke, and drive home the nail of ry | 
* 


17 N 
. 
. (2) I 'fay, 4th: Check, p. 167, To vindicate 
© what I beg leave to call God's honeſty, permit me; 
to obſerve firit, that I had rather believe, Joſeph 
told once 4 groſs untruth, than to ſuppoſe that 
© God perpetually equivocates. For undoubtedly of 
| | two 


— 
1 


— 2 — 


„ 


raſh accuſation, by calling my remarks upon his miſtake, “ At- 
« tempts to vindicate that maſt ſpameſul falſe quotation, he [Mr 
Fletcher] has twice made frow the minutes.” Log. Well. p. 35. 
And to prove that my attempts have been unſucceſsful, he produces 
paſſages out of a news-paper, which repreſent © his Majeſty” — 
* ſtealing bread "= her majeſty” “ committed to the houſe of 
% correction.“ To this I anſwer, that if ſach unconnected quota- 
tions [of which I only give here the ſubſtance | were properly diſtin- 
guiſhed by commas; if they were ſeparated by intervening words; 
and if they did not in the leaſt miſrepreſent the author's tenſe ; it 
would be great injuſtice to call them ether © a moft ſhameful falle 
% grotation” or a © forgery.” Now theſe three particulars meet in my 
two quotations from the minutes; (1) They are both properly diſtin- 
guithed with commas: (2) They are parted by intervening words: 
And (3) They do not in the. leaſt miſrepreſent Mr. W's meaning; 
Whereas [to ſay nothing more of the commas expunged in the Rc- 
view. ] no word intervenes between Mr. Hill's ſuppoſed quotations out 
of the papers; and they form a ſhameful mijrepreſentation of the 
publiſher's meaning. | ; 

Oh! but, as the quotations from the minutes are ted, they 
« ſpeak a language directly oppoſite to that of the minutes themſelves.” 
--- So ſays Mr. Hill, without producing the ſhadow of a proof. But 
upon the arguments of the five Checks, I affirm that the two goſpel- 
axioms, or my inked quotations and the minutes, agree as perfectly 
with cach other, as thoſe propoſitions of St. Paul, to which they 
anſwer : © By grace ye are ſaved through faith.” Therefore, 
„% Work out your ſalvation with fear.” | 8 


S From this redobled ſtroke of Mr. H, I am tempted to think, 
that, like Juſtice, Logica Genevenſis has a covering over her eyes; 
but alas ! for a very different reaſon.— Like her alſo ſhe has a Ca- 
tance in her left hand; but it is to weigh out and vend her own aſſer- 
tions as proofs, And like her, the holds a ſword in her right 
hand; but alas! it is often to wound brotherly love, and ſtab evan- 
gelical truth. Bring her into the field of Controverſy, and the will 

at once cut down Chriſt's doctrine as * hereſy. Set her in 
the judgment - ſeat to paſs ſentence over good works, and over &one/? 
men, that do not bow at her ſhrine ; and without demur ſhe will 

pronounce, that the former are dung, and that the latter are æn⁰ννeα. 


( 


two evils I would chute the leaſt, if a cogent dilem- 
ma obliged me to chuſe either. But this 1s not the 
caſe here; the dilemma is not forcible; for in the 
yext lines I ſhow, that Joſeph, inftead of telling 
a groſs untruth,” only ſpake the language of bro- 
therly kindneſs. However, without paying any re- 
gard to my vindication of Joſeph's ſpeech, Mr. Hill 
catches at the conditional words, I had rather be- 
lieve:“ Juſt as if I had ſaid, 7 do actually believe, 
he turns them into a peremptory declaration of my 
faith, and three times repreſents me as afſerting what 
I never ſaid nor believed: Thus: P. 38, Your 
„ wonderful aſſertion, that Joſeph told his brethren a 
“ groſs untruth :?——Again, Still you declare it 
„to be your opinion, that Joſeph told his brethren 
a groſs untruth®”—Once more, p. 39, The re- 
. «© peated words of inſpiration you venture to call 
groſs untruth.“ Solomon ſays, Who can tand before 
envy? And J aſk, Who can ſtand. before Mr. H—'s_ 
inattention? I am ſure neither I, nor Mr. Weſley. 
At this rate he can undoubtedly find a /a/phemy in 
every page, and a Farrago in every book. 
(3) Take another initance of the ſame want of 
exactneſs. I ſay 4th Check, p. 35, I never thought 
„Mr. Whitefield was clear in the doctrine of our 
„Lord, Ju the day of judgment by thy xvords fhalt thou 
« Zejrftified, for ii he had ſeen it in a proper light, 
he would inſtantly have renounced Calviniſm,” — 
This paſſage Mr. H. quotes thus in Italics and commas, 
33; 5 2 never thought him clear in our Lord's 
© aoctrine, for if he had, he wwould hade renounced his 
© Calviniſm.” The inaccuracy of this quotation | 
conſiſts in omitting thoſe important words of our 
Lord, In the day of Fudement, &c. By this omiſſion 
the ſenſe of the preceding clauſe is left indefinite, 
and I am repreſented as ſaying, that Mr, Whitefield 
was not clear in any do&rine of our Lord, no not in 
that of the fall, repentance, ſalvation by. faith, the 
r N 


„ 

new birth, &c, This one miſtake of Mr. Hill is 
ſufficient to make me paſs tor .a mere coxcomb in all 

the Calviniſtic world. | | 
(4.) It is by the like inattention that Mr. Hill 
prejudices alfo againſt me the friends of Mr, Weſley. 
In the 4th Check, p. 158, after having anſwered an 
objection of the Rev. Mr. Hill againſt Mr. Weſley, 
I produce that objection again for a fuller anſwer, 
and ſay, Put supros IN, that Mr. M. had not properly 
con ſidered, & c. what ⁊would you infer from thence ? &C. 
Weigh YOUR argument, &c. and you will find it is wans 
eing. Then 7 immediately produce Mr, Hill's ob- 
jection in the form of an argument, Thus: Txventy- 
three, or, if you Pecos three years ago, Mr. I. wanted 
clearer tight, &c. Now what I evidently produce as 
a /uppoſition, and as the Rev. Mr. Hills own argu- 
ment unfolded, in order to anſwer it, my opponent 
fathers upon me thus, The following are your own 
& qvords.” * Three years ago Mr. W. wanted clearer 
© light,* &c. — True, they are my own words; but 
to Home juſtice, Mr. H. ſhould have produced them 
as I do, namely as a /»ppo/ition , and as the. drift of 
his brother's objection in order to ſhow it's frivolouſ- 
neſs. This is partly ſuch a miſtake as if Mr. Hill 
ſaid, The following are David's own words, ** Tuth ! 
r 
However he is determined to improve his own 
overſight, and he does it by aſking: p. 17, What 
then is become of thouſands of Mr, Weſley's fol- 
lowers, who died before this clearer light came? 
An argument this, by which the moſt ignorant pa- 
piſts in my partſh perpetually defend their idolatrous 
ſuperſtitions: „ What is become of all our fore- 
fathers, ſay they, betore Luther and Calvin! Were 
„they all damned ?——Is it not ſurpriſing that Mr. 
Fill, not. contented to produce a popiſh fryar's con- 
verſation, ſhould have thus recourſe to the argument 
of every popiſn cobler, who attacks the doctrines of 
the retormation? O logica Genevenſis! how doeft 
thou ſhow thyſelf the genuine ſitter of logica * 
. 
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as.* a calumniator of God's people: 
true with the limitation that I uſe, becomes a falſhood 


„ 


(5) J return to the miſtakes, by which Mr. Hill 
has ſupported before the world his charge of ca- 
lumny. I é fay, 2d. Check, p. 6 How few 
of our celebrated pulpits are there, where more 
* has not been ſaid AT Times for fin, than againſt 
it?“ Mr. Hill p. 7, fays, © The miniſters, Sho 
* Preach in theſe (our moſt celebrated pulpits) are 
condemned av/thort exception, as ſuch plcaders for 
uu, that they ſay more for it than againſt it. 
Here are two capital miſtakes: (1) The queſtion, 
How fexv ? &c. evidently leaves room for /ome eæcep- 


tons; but Mr. Hill repreſents me, as condemning 
Our moſt celebrated pulpits “ <vithout exception.% (2) 


This is not all: To mitigate the queſtion, I added at 


times, words by which I give my readers to underſtand 
that fin is ix general attack'd in our celebrated pulpits, 
and that it is only, at times, that is, on ſome particu- 
lar occaſion, or in ſome part of a ſermon that the 
miniſters alluded to, ſay more for fin than againſt it. 
Now, Mr. H. leaves out of his quotation the word 


at times, and by that means effectually repreſents me 
” for what 1s 


when it is produced. without. This omiſſion of Mr. 
Hill is the more ſingular, as my putting the word az 
times in Ttalics, indicates that I want my readers to 
lay a peculiar ſtreſs upon it on account of its im- 
portance. One more inſtance of Mr. Hill's inaccu- 
racy, and 1 have done. eta 
(6) F. 7, 8. He preſents his readers with a — 
paragraph, produced as a quotation from the ſecond 
Check. It is made up of ſome detached ſentences 


pick'd here and there from that piece, and put toge- | 


ther with as much wiſdom as the patches which make 
up a fool's coat. And among theſe ſentences he has 


introduced this, which is not mine in ſenſe, any 


more than in expreſſion, They (celebrated miniſters) 


handle No texts of. ſcripture without diſtorting them,” 
for I inſinuate juſt the contrary, 2 Check p. 70. 


0) But 


C 39-3 
(.) But the greateſt fault J find with at para- 
graph of Mr, H's book, is the concluſion, which runs 
thus, —** They (celebrated miniſters) “ do the dewil”s 
„ avork, till they and their congregations all go to hell 
together. [A] Second Check, p. 97, 103. Now 
in neither of the pages quoted by Mr. f, nor in- 
deed any where elſe, did I ever ſay ſo wild and wicked 
a thing. Nothing could engage my pious opponent 
to father ſuch an horrid aſſertion upon me, but the 
great and ſevere Diana, that. engages him to father 
abſolute reprobation upon God. 5 
It is true however, that, alluding to the words of 
our Lord Mat. xxv, I ſay 2d. Check p. 163. If 
& theſe ſhall go into everlaſting puniſhment,” &c. But 
who are theſe? All celebrated minifters, with all their 
congregations ! So ſays Mr. Hill, but happily for me, 
my heart ſtarts from the thought with the greateſt de- 
teitation, and my pen has teſtified, that the/e condem- 
ned wretches are in general Ob/tinate workers of ini- 
« 97y,” and in particular anreneaued anti-Calviniſts, 
= 6 impenitent Nicolaitans,” Page 97. [the very 
page which Mr. Hill quotes] I deſcribe the unre- 
newed anti-Calviniſts thus, ** Szubborn ſons of Belial 
« ſaying, Lord, thy Father is merciful; and if thou didfl 
% Jie for all, why not for us?“ Obſlinate phariſces, 
% <vho plead the good they did in their own name to ſuper- 
6 fede the Redeemer's merit.” — [mpenitent Nicolaitans, or 
antinomians, I deſcribe thus, p. 101, 102, Ob/tinate 
»” ©. violators of God's law—who ſcorned perſonal holineſs 
„ —rejefted Chrifi's word of command—have gone on 
« fill in their wwickedneſi—have continued in doing evil 
„hae been unfaithful unto death—and have defiled 
& their garments to the laſt,” ] s it poſſible that 
Mr. H. ſhould take this for a deſcription of all cele- 
brated miniſters, and of al their congregations ; and 
that upon ſo glaring a miſtake, he ſhould repreſent 
me as making them AL go 10 hell together! 
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$ XIV. O ye pious Calviniſts, whether ye fill our 
eelebrated pulpits, or attend upon them that do, far 
from ſending you “ all to hell together,” as you are 
told I do, I exult in hope of meetiag you all together 
in heaven: I he not; I ſpeak the truth in him that 
ſhall juſtify us by our words: even now I enjoy a 
forętaſte of heaven in lying at your feet in ſpirit; and 
my conſcience bears me witneſs, that though I try 
to detect and oppoſe your miſtakes, I fincerely love 
and honour . My regard for you, as zea- 
lous defenders of the fle goſpel-axiom is unalterable, 
Though your miſtaken zeal ſhould oy: you to 
think or ſay all manner of evil againit me, becauſe I 
help Mr. Weſley to defend the /erond; I am deter- 
mined to offer you ſtill the right hand of fellowſhip : 
And if any of you ſhould honour me ſo far as to ac- 
cept it, I ſhall think myſelt peculiarly happy; for, 
next to Jeſus and truth, the eſteem and love of good 
men is what I conſider as the moſt invaluable bleſ- 
fings. A deſire to recover the intereſt I once had in 
the brotherly kindneſs of ſome of you, has in part en- 
caged me to clear myſelf from the miſtaken charges of 
calumny and forgery, by which my haſty opponent has 
prejudiced you againſt me, and my Checks. If you 
find, that he has defended your cauſe with carnal 
weapons, hope with me that precipitation and too warm 
a zeal for your doctrines, have miſled him, and not 

malice or difingenuity, . 

Hope it alſo, ye Anti-Calviniſts, conſidering that 
if St. James and St. John, through mere bigotry 
and impatience of oppoſition, were once ready to 
command fire from heaven to come down upon the 
Samaritans, it is no wonder that Mr, H, in an un» 
guarded moment, ſhould have commanded the fire of 
his Calviniſtic zeal to kindle againſt Mr, Weſley and 
me. As you do not unchriſtian now the two raſh a- 
poſtles for a fin, of which they immediately repented ; 
let me beſeech you to confirm your love towards Mr, 
H. who has probably repented already of the miſ- 
takes, into which his peculiar ſentiments have betrayed 
his good nature, and good hreeding. | 
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. $ XV, I return to you, honoured Sir, and beg 
you would forgive me.the liberty I have taken, to' 
lay before the public what I ſhould have been glad 
to have buried in eternal oblivion : but your F/ni/bing 
Strobe has been ſo heavy and deſperate, as to make this 
addition to Logica Genevenfis neceſſary to clear up my 
_ doctrine, to vindicate my honeſty, to paint out the 
mifiaten Author of the Farrago, and to give the 
world a new ſpecimen of the arguments, by which 
your ſyſtem muſt be defended, when reaſon, confct- 
ence, and ſcripture [the three molt formidable bat- 
teries in the world] begin to play upon 1ts ramparts. 


You ““ earneſtly entreat“ꝰ me in your poſtscript, to 
publiſh a manuſcript ſermon on Rom, xi. 5, 6, that: 
I preached about eleven years ago in my church, in 
defence of the firſt goſpel- axiom. You are pleaſed: to 
call it three times ““ cæcellent, and you preſent the 
public with an extract from it, made up of ſome un- 
guarded paſſages, detached from thoſe that in a great 
degree guard them, explain my meaning, confirm the 
doctrine of the Checks, and ſap the foundation of 
your miſtakes. As I am not lefs willing . to detend 
Free-grace, than to plead for #ai/hful obedience; I 
ſhall gladly grant your requett, ſo far at leaſt as to fend 
my old ſermon into the world with additions in brac- 
kets, juſt as I preached it again laſt ſpring; affuring 
you that the greateſt addition is in favour of ee 
grace. By thus complving with your ** carne en- 
zreaty,” I ſhall ſhow my reſpect, meet you half way, 
gratify the curioſity of our readers, and yet give 
them a ſpecimen of what appears to me a free, guar- 
_ ded goſpel, 4 | „ 


That diſcourſe will be the principal piece of an 
Ty pos Check to Phariſaiſm aud Antinomianijin, Which 
J have prepared for the preſs. Upon the plan of the 


doctrines it contains, I do not deſpair to fee moderate 
| E. Calviniſts 
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. Calviniſts, and un-prejudiced anti-Calviniſts, acknow- 


| ledge their mutual orthodoxy, and embrace one ano- | 


ther with mutual forbearance. May you and I, dear 
Sir, ſet them the example! In the mean time may 
the brotherly love, with which we forgive each other 
the real or apparent unkindneſs of our publications, 
continue and increaſe! May the charity that is not 
provoked, and hopeth all things, uniformly influence 
our hearts! So ſhall the words that drop from our 
lips, or diſtil from our pens, evidence that we are or 
defire to be the clof followers of the meek, gentle, 
and yet impartial, plain-ſpoken Lamb of God. For 
his ſake, to whom we are both ſo greatly indebted, 
reſtore me your former benevolence, and be perſua- 
ded that notwithſtanding the ſeverity of your Fini/hing 


Stroke, and the plainneſs of my anſwer, I really think 


it an honour, and feel it a pleaſure, to ſubſcribe 
myſelf with undiſſembled ſincerity, 


Honoured and dear Sir, 
Your affectionate and obedient ſervant 


in the Goſpel of our common Lord, 
J. Frercuzr, 


Madely, Sept. 1 3th, 
1773. 
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Upon the remaining difference between the 
Caluiniſts and the anti-Calvinifts, with 
reſpect to our Lord's doctrine of juſtification 
BY WORDS, and St. Fames's doctrine of 
Juſtification BY WORKS. =. 


O force my dear Opponents out of the laſt 
intrenchment, in which they defend their 


miſtakes, and from behind which they attack the 


Juſtification by words and. works peculiarly infiſted on 


by our Lord and St. James; I only need to ſhow 


how far we agree with reſpect to that juſtification ; 
to ſt ate the difference that remains between us; and 
to prove the unreaſonableneſs of conſidering us as 


papiſis, becauſe we oppole an unſcriptural and irratio- 


nal diſtinction, that leaves Mr. Fulſome in full 

poſſeſſion of all his “ antinomian dotages,” | 
On both ſides we agree to maintain, in oppoſition 

to Socinians and deiſts, that the grand, the primary, 


and properly meritorious cau.e of our juſtification, 
| from firit to laſt, both in the day of convertion and 


in the day of judgment, is only the precious atone- 

ment, and the infinite merits ot our Lord Jeſus 

$ | Chriit 
E 2 | 


(40 ) 


Clritt,—We- all agree likewiſe, that in the day of 


converſion, faith is the zn/fruwental cauſe of our juſti- 


tication before God. —Nay, if I miſtake not, we 
come one ſtep nearer each other, for we equally hold, 


that after converſion the works of faith are in this 


world, and will be in the day of judgment, the ei- 
dencing cauſe of our juſtification : That is, the works 
of faith [under the above-mentioned primary cauſe 
of our ſalvation, and in ſubordination to the faith 
that gives them birth] are now, and will be 1n the 


great day the evidence that ſhall inſtrumentally care 
cur juſtification as believers. Thus Mr. Hill ſays, 


Review, p. 149, Neither Mr. Shirley, nor I, nor 


© any Calviniſt that IJ ever heard of deny, that, 


© tho? a ſinner be JUSTIFIED IN THE SIGHT of GOD 
„ By CHRIST ALONE, he is DECLARATIVELY JUSTI- 
© FIED BY WORKS, both here and at the day of 
„ judgment,” And the Rev. Mr. Madan, im his 
Hermon on 7rfſtification by works, &. ſtated, explained, 
and reconciled <vith juſtification by faith, &c. ſays p. 
20, By Chriſt only are we meritoriouly juſtified, 
and by faith only are we 7/trumentally juſtified 
«© IN THE SIGHT of GOD; but by works and not 
„by faith only, are we declaratively JUSTIFIED 
„ BEFORE MEN AND ANGELS.” From theſe two 
quotations, which could eafily be multiphed to twen- 
ty; it is evident that pious Calviniſts hold the doc- 
trine of a /»//ification by the works of faith, or, as 
Mr. Madan expreſſes it after St. James, h works and 
not by faith only. . 

It remains now to ſhow wherein we difagree, At 
firſt ſight the difference ſeems trifling, but upon cloſe 
examination it appears, that the whole antinomian 
gulph ſtill remains fixed between us. Read over the 
preceding quotations; weigh the clauſes which I 
have put in capitals; compare them with what the 
Rev. Mr. Berridge ſays in his CHriſtiau world unmaſked 
„ p. 26, of au ABSOLUTE poſſibility of being jufti- 
4% fed in ANY MANNER 6y out abs,“ namely before 

| | | | God; 


n 
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God; and you will tee, that although pious Calvi- 
niſts allow, we are juſtified by works Before men and 
angels, yet they deny our being ever juſtified by 
works before God, in whoſe ſight they ſuppoſe we are 
tor ever juſtified by Chriſt alone, 1. e. only by 
Chriſt's good works and ſufferings, abſolutely imputed 


to us, from the very firſt moment in which we make 


a ſingle act of true faith, if not from all eternity. 
Thus works are ſtill entirely excluded from having 
any hand either in our intermediate or final juſfifica- 
tion BEFORE (on, and thus they are {till repreſented 


as totally needleſ5 to our eternal falvation, Now, in 
direct oppoſition to the above-mentioned diſtinction, 


we anti-Calviniſts believe, that adult perſons cannot 


be ſaved without being juſtified by faith as fluners, ac- 


cording to the light of their diſpenſation ; and 45 
<vorks as beltevers, according to the time and opportu- 
nities they have of working :—We aflert, that the 
<vorks of faith are not leſs neceflary to our juſtification 
BEFORE God as believers ; than faith itſelf is neceſ- 


fary to our juſtification BEFORE HIM, as finners :— 


And we maintain, that when faith does not produce 
good works [much more when it produces the worlt 
works, ſuch as adultery, hypocriſy, treachery, mur- 
der, &c.] it dies, and juſtifies no more ; fecing it 1s 
a living, and not a dead faith, that juſtifies us as 
ſinners ; even as they are L, and not dead works, 
that juſtify us as believers. I have already expoſed 
the abſurdity of the doctrine, that works are neceflary 
to our. final juſtification before men and angels, but not 


| before God: however, as this diſtinction is one of 


the grand ſubtertuges of the decent antinomians, and 
one of the pleas by which the hearts of the fimple 
are moſt eaſily deceived into ſoliſidianiſm, tothe many 
arguments that I have already produced upon this 


head in the 6th Let. of the IVth. Check, — I beg 


leave to add thoſe which follow, 


(1) The way of making up the antinomian gap 


by ſaying, that works are neceflary to our interme- 


diate. and final juſtification befere men aud angels, bit 


„ 
not before God, is as bid as the gap itfelf, — If God 


is for me, ſays judicious Mr. Fulſome, who can be 


againſt me? If God has for ever juſtified me 


% only by Chriſt,” and it works have abſolutely no 


place in my juſtification before him, what care I for 


men and angels? Should they juſtify when God 
condemns, what would their abſolution avail? And 
if they condemn when God juſtifies, what ſignifies 
their condemnation ? All creatures are fallible. The 
myriads of men and angels are as nothing before 
God. He is all in all. Thus Mr. Fulfome, by 
a molt judicious way of arguing, keeps the field of 
licentiouſneſs, where ſolifidian miniſters have inad- 
vertently brought him, and whence he is too wiſe 
to depart upon their brandiſhing before him the 
broken reed of an abſurd diſtinction. 

(2) Our juſtification by works will prizcipally, and 
In ſome caſes .exzirely turn upon the works of the 


Heart, which are unknown to all but God. Again, 


were men and angels in all caſes to paſs a deciſive 


jentence upon us according to our words, they might 


judge as ſeverely as Mr. Hill udges Mr. Weſley ; 
they might brand us for forgery upon the moſt tri- 
velous appearances ; at leaſt they might condemn us 
as raſhly as Job's friends condemned him. Once 
more, were our fellow-creatures to condemn us de- 
cifively by our <vor#s, they would often do it as 


unjuſtly as the diſciples condemned the bleſſed wo- 


man, who poured a box of very precious ointment 
on our Lord's head. They had indignation, and 
blamed as uncharitable avaſfe, what our Lord was 
pleaſed to call a good work xvrovght upon him, —a good 
work, which all be told for a memorial of her, as 
long as the chriſtian goſpel is preached : To this 
may be added the miſtake of the apoſtles, who, even 
atter they had received the Holy Ghoſt, condemned 
Saul of Tarſus by his former, when they ſhould have 
abſolved him by his latter works. And even now 
bow few believers would juſtify Phineas tor running 

| | 7 Zunxri 
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Zimri and Coſbi through the body, or Peter for 
ſtriking Ananias and Sapphira dead, without giving 


them time to ſay once, Lord have mercy upon us! 


Nay, how many would condemn them as raſh men, 
if not as cruel murderers * In ſome caſes therefore, 
none can properly juitity or condemn believers by 


their works, but He who is perfectly acquainted 
with all the outward circum ſtances of their actions, 
and with all the ſecret ſprings whence they flow, 


(3) The ſcriptures know nothing of the diſtinc- 


tion which I explode. When St, Paul deriies that 


Abraham was iE by <vorxs, it is only when he 
treats of the juſtification of a aner, and ſpeaks of 
the works of unbelief.— When Chriit ſays, By thy words 


thou jhalt be ju}tifed, he makes no mention of angels. 
To ſuppoſe that they ſtall be able to juſtify a world 


of men by their words, is to ſuppoſe, that they have 
heard, and do remember all the words of all man- 
kind, which 1s ſuppoſing them to be Gods. Nay, 


far from being judged by angels, St. Paul ſays, that 


wwe hall judge them; not indeed as proper judges, but 
as Chriſt's aſſeſſors and myſtical members: For our 


Lord, in his deſcription of the great day, informs us, 


that he, and not men or angels, will juſtify the ſheep, 


and condemn the goats, by their works. 


(4) St. Paul diſcountenances the evaſive diſtinction 
which I oppoſe, when he iays, Thinkeft thou, O max, 
20 doeft ſuch things, that thou. ſhalt eſcape the righteors 
judgment of GOD, cho avill render eternal life to them 


that by patient continuance in avell-doing, ſcel for glory, 


&Cc. ohen HE ſhall judge the SECRETS of men by Fe/us 
Chrift, For reaſon dictates, that neither men nor 
angels, but the Searcher of hearts alone will be able 


to juſtify or condemn us by 3EcRETs, unknown poſ- 


ſibly to all but himſelf. | 
(F.) If you fay : Moſt men ſhall have been con- 
demned or juſtified long before the day of judgment; 
therefore the ſolemn pomp of that day will be ap- 
pointed merely for the ſake of a juſtification by _ 
e an 
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and angels: I exclaim againſt the unreafonableneſs 
of ſuppoſing that he great and terrible day of GOD, 
with an eye to which the world of rationals was 
created, is to be only the day of MEN and ANGELS: 
and I reply: Although I grant, that judgment cer- 
tainly finds us where death leaves us; final juſtifi- 
cation and condemnation being chiefiy a ſolemn ſeal 
ſet, if I may ſo ſpeak, upon the forehead of thoſe 
whoſe conſciences are already juſtified or condemned, 
according to the laſt turn of their trial on earth: Yet 
it appears both from ſcripture and reafon, that ]- 
kind cannot properly be judged before the great day, 
Departed Spirits are not men; and dead men cannot 
be tried till the reſurrection of the dead take place, 
that departed ſpirits and raiſed bodies may form 
men aguin by their re- union. Therefore, in the very 
nature of things, God cannot judge mankind before 
the great day; and to ſuppoſe that the Father has 
appointed ſuch a day, that we may be finally juſtified 
by our works before men and angels, and 20 be- 
fore him, is to ſuppoſe that he has committed the 
chief judgment to the parties to be judged, 1. e. to 
men and angels. and not to Jeſus Chriſt. 

(6) But if I miſtake not, St. James puts the 
matter out of all diſpute, where he ſays: Te ſec then 
that by works a man is juſtified and not by faith only, 
chap. ii. 24. This ſhows that a man is juſtified by 
works before the fame judge, by whom he is juſtified 
by faith ; and here 1s the proof: No body was ever 
juſtificd h faith before men and angels, becauſe 
taith is an inward act of the foul, which none but 


the ger of the reins can bea judge of. Therefore, 


as the ;u/tifier x V FAITH alluded to in the latter part 
of the verſe, is undoubtedly God alone; it is contrary 
to all the rules of criticiſm to ſuppoſe, that the u- 
vier BY WORKs alluded to in the very ſame ſentence, 
is men and angels, Nay, in the preceding verſe God 
is exprefly mentioned, and not mer or angels: Abra- 
ham believed Gon, and it was imputed to him for riglite- 
oe], i. e. he was juſtified before God: So that the 
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ſame Lord, who juſtified him as a /inner by faith in 
the day of his converſion, juſtified him alſo as a 
believer by works in the day of his trial. 

(7) But this is not all: Turning to Gen. xx11, 
the chapter which St. James had undoubtedly in 
view, when he infiſted upon Abraham's juſtification 
by works; I find the beit of arguments, matter of 
fact. And it came to paſs, that God did tempt, i. e. 
try Abraham. The patriarch acquitted himſelf like 
a found believer in the hard trial: He obediently 
offered up his favourite fon. Here 8. James addret- 
ſes a ſolifidian, and bluntly ſays, Wilt thou know, O 
wvain man, that faith without aworks is dead, i. e. that 
when faith gives over working by obedient love, it 
ſickens, dies, and commences a dead faith? Was not 
Abraham our father juſtified by works æuben he offered up 
t/aac upon the altar? If Mr. Hill anſwers: Yes, he 
was juſtified by wvorks BEFORE MEN and ANGELS, but 
not before GOD: I reply, Impollible ! for neither 
men nor angels put him to the trial, to bring out 
that was in his heart. God tried him, that he might 
juſtly puniſh or wiſely reward him; therefore God juſti- 
fied him. If a judge, after trying a man on a parti- 
cular occaſion, acquits him upon his goed behaviour, 
in order to proceed to the rewarding of him, is it not 
abſurd to ſay, that the man is acquitted before the court, 
but not before the judge; eipectally it there is neither 
court nor jury preſent, but only the judge? Was 
not this the caſe at Abraham's trial ? , Do we hear of 
any angel being preſent but INJ? JN.I2, the angel 
Jehovah ? And had not Abraham left nis two ſer- 
vants with the aſs at the foot of the mount? Is it 
reaſonable then to ſuppoſe, that Abraham was juſti- 
fied before them by a work, which as yet they had 
not heard of; for, ſays St. James, Min, (which im- 
plies as /oon as) he had offered Jſaac, he was juſtified 
by <works, If you ſay, that he was juſtified before 
Jjaac ; I urge the abſurdity of ſuppoling, that God 
made fo much ado about the trial oft Abraham's 
faith before the lad: and I demand proof that 1 | 
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had appointed the youth to be the juſtiſier of his aged 


barent. | 

' (8) But let the ſacred hiſtorian decide the queſ- 
tron. And the Lord called to Abraham out of hcawen, 
and ſaid, Lay not thy hand upon the lad, for now I know, 
[declaratively] that thou frareſt God, (i. e. believeſt in 


God:) Now I can praiſe and reward thee with wiſ- 


dom and equity; ſeeing thou haft not qvith-held thy ſon, 
thy only ſon from me, Upon Calviniſtic principles, did 
not God ſpeak improperly? Should not he have 
ſaid, Now angels and men, before whom thou haſt of- 
tered Iſaac, do know that thou feareſt me ? But if God 
had ſpoken thus, would he have ſpoken conſiſtently 
with either his veracity or his wiſdom ? Is it not far 
more reaſonable to ſuppoſe, that altho* God as omni- 


ſcient, with a glance of his eye tries the hearts, ſearches 


the reins, and foreſees all future contingencies, yet, 
as a ja judge and a wiſe diſpenſer of puniſhments and 
rewards, he condemns no unbelievers, and juſtifies 
no believers, in St. James's ſenſe, but by the evi- 
dence of the tempers, words and actions, which actu- 
ally fpring from their unbeliet, or their faith ? 

(9) Was it not from the ſame motive, that God 
tried Job in the land of Uz, chap, i. 12. Iſrael in the 


wilderneſs, Deut. viii. 1, compared with Joſh. xxii. 2, 


and King Hezekiah in Jeruſalem, 2 Chron, xxxit, 31? 


Cod [ſays the hiſtorian] left him (to the temptation) 


that Fe (God) might know declaratively) all that was in 
his heart? * Tis true Mr. Hill ſuppoſes in the 2d, Ed. of 
his 5 Letters, that the words HE might know, refer to 
Hezekiah, but Carne more judictouſly refers to Gen. 
XX11, I, Where God tried Abraham, not that Abraham 
might know, but that He himſelf might declaratively 
know what was in Abraham's heart. If the word 
that HE might know did refer to Hezekiah, ſhould: 
not the affix, (J) e or him have been added ro YI 
thus, y, as it is put to the two preceding 

verbs, JOJy be left mim, 19055 5 try HIM? 
(10) Our Lord himſelf decides the queſtion, 
where he ſays to his Sclieving diſciples: — 
| ball 
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Hall confeſs me before men, him will I alſo conft/s BEFORE 
MY FATHER auh is in heaven, But whoſoever ſhall ' 
deny me before men, him will J alſo deny BEFORE MY 
FATHER 4vho is in heaven. — It was undoubtedly 
an attention to this ſcripture, that made Dr. Owen 
ſay: ** Hercby [by perſonal obedience] that faith 
« awherchy we are juſtified [as ſinners] is evidenced, 
6e proved, manifeſted, IN THE SIGHT OF GoD ard 
«K nan.” And yet, aſtoniſhing ! this paſſage which 
indirectly gives up the only real difference there is, 
between Mr Hill's juſtification by works, and orr's ; 
this paſſage, which cuts him off from the only way 
he has of making his eſcape (except that by which 
his brother tried to make his own, See 4th Check, 
p. 140) this very paſſage, which makes ſo much for 
my ſentiment, is one of thoſe concerning which he 
ſays, Finiſhing Stroke, p. 14. Words PRUDENTLY ex- 
© aunged by Mr. Fletcher, when they are only words, 
which for brevity's fake I very IMPRUDENTLY left 
out, fince they cut down ſolifidianiſm, even with Dr. 
Owen's ſword, 


To conclude: Attentive reader, peruſe James ii, 
where the juſtification of believers by works before 
God is fo ſtrongly infiſted upon :—Obſerve what is 
ſaid there of the law of liberty; of believers being 
j;udged by that law; of the judgment without mercy, 
that ſhall be ſhewn to fallen mercileſs believers accor- 
ding to that law: Conſider that this doctrine exactly 
coincides with the ſermon upon the mount, and the 
epiitle to the Hebrews that it perfectly tallies with 
Ez. xviii. xxxiii. Mat. xii. xxv. Rom. ii. Gal. vi. 
&c. and that it is delivered to brethren, yea to the 
beloved brethren of St. ames, to whom he could ſay, 
Out of his own will the father of lights begat us with the 

avord of truth + —Take notice that the charge indi- 
rectly brought againſt them, is, that they had the 
faith of our Lord Feſus Chrift with reſpett of perſons ; 
and that they deceived their oaun ſelves, by not being 
as careful doers as they were diligent hearers of _ 

| 5 4 


| ( | 48 ) 


word ;— Then look round upon ſome of our moſt 


famous believers ; ſee how foaming, how roaring, how 


terrible are the billows of their partiality, Read 
An addreſs from -candid proteſtauts to the rev. Mr, 
&< Pletcher; ” read * The Finiſhing Stroke; ”” read 
More work for Mr. Weſley ; read the Checks to 


antinomianiſm ; and fay if there is not as great need 


to inſiſt upon a believer's juſtification by avords and 
avorks, as there was in the days of our Lord and St. 
James; and if it is not high time to ſay to modern 
believers : My brethren, hae not the faith of our Lord 
Feſus Chrift with reſpect of perſons So SPEAK ge, 


and ſo bo, as they that ſhall be judged by the law of 


liberty ; for be tall have judgment without mercy, vhat 
bath fhewed no-mercy :—for with «what judgment ye Judge, 
ge Shall be judged: and with <vhat meaſure ye miete, it 
Hall be. meaſurcd to you again by him, that all render 
to epery one. according to what he has done in the body, 
evhether it be good or bad, Eur, ** candid protefiants”. 
have an anſwer ready in their Apps Ess: This is 


&*& the popiſh doctrine of juſtification by ore, and 
* Ira Method! iſo turned out rank Popery at lajt, "” 


This is @ mingle mangle of „ the Mot high and 
„ mighty, ſelf -righteous, felf-potent, elf. : important, ell. 


* aue big; Alt. "juſtifying, and felf-exalting | MEDLEY 
& Minifter*,” —— The misfortune is, that amidit 


theſe witticiſms of de Proteftants” | for it ſeems, 


the Calvini/is engroſs that name to themſelves] we 


e rank Papiſis, ſtill look out for arguments; and 
when we find none, or only ſuch as are worſe than 
none, we ſtill ſay, Logica Genevenſis ! and remain 
confirmed in our ** dreadful hereſy,” or rather in our 
Lord's anti- Calviniſtic. doctrine: By thy <vords thou 


A Halt be JUSTIFIED, aud by thy xvords thou * * CON». 


DEI MNED. 
End of the Birft Part. 


A See the above-mentioned © Addr from Candid Proc Man 5 
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